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The appellant, Bobby Dewayne Wilcox, appeals as of right from a judgment of the
trial court denying his post-conviction action following an evidentiary hearing. The trial
court found that the appellant received the effective assistance of counsel guaranteed by
the United States and Tennessee constitutions, and the appellant voluntarily, knowingly,
and intelligently entered the pleas of guilty which led to his convictions. In this Court, the
appellant contends that he was not afforded his constitutional right to the effective
assistance of counsel before and at the time he entered his pleas of guilty, and his pleas
were not voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently entered. The judgment of the trial court
is affirmed.

The evidence adduced at the evidentiary hearing is irreconcilable. The trial court
credited the testimony of the three defense attorneys who testified as state witnesses.
This Court notes that the transcript of the submission hearing clearly refutes the appellant's
claim that his pleas were constitutionally infirm. In summary, the evidence contained in the
record does not preponderate against the judgment of the trial court.

This Court has thoroughly reviewed the record, the briefs of the parties, and the law
applicable to the issues presented for review. It is the opinion of this Court that the

judgment of the trial court should be affirmed pursuant to Rule 20 of this Court.

JOE B. JONES, PRESIDING JUDGE

CONCUR:

GARY R. WADE, JUDGE
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